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The mootiny wan  called to order at 10.20 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 to 69 (continusd)- -

CiEWRAL  DEBATE  ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEM

Mr. OKUN (Unrted  Staten of America)8 The Unitnd  Statau delegation

congratulator you, Sir, on your aoeumption of the chairmanship of thie Committee

during the  forty-second wealon  of the i;Y’.IYrilL Auuu~nbly.  we look forward to

working clorely  with you and pledge you our support.

The Committee ie moetiny  at a time of increaertd  tix@eGtutlone. Due Any the pabit

year important event8 have occurred that have lent a new impetue  to efforts to

achieve greater international atability  and an enduring pouce at succ~eoively  lowvr

levelr  of armamentr, both nuclear and conventional.

It ia worth recalling that  the meeting between President Heagan  JW

General Secretary Gorbachev in Hsykjavik took place almost exactly one year ago.

That mooting has been followed by meetings at the mrnraterial  level between the

United Statea and the Soviet Union as well as by concerted and painstaking work at

the delegation level in the nuclear and space  talks In Geneva and in other turumtl.

The moat significant event was  the much-welcomed agreement in principle to

conclude a treaty on ground-launched interlllvdAatu-rJntJa  nuclear lnlavileo  wnich

would eliminate the entire class of intermediate-range nuclear forces  (INF)

missllee  - that io, mievrles with ~1 ranye  (>I  cram SUU to 5,5Uu  kilometres, trorn  thr

arranals  of the two countries. 1”ollowlng  the meeting between Secretary of State

Shultz and Poreiyn Minister shevardnadzw  last  month, turtrmr  intensiva  wttortr  have

been undertaken in the Geneva talks, lookinq  towards the mettting  in Moacow between

the Ministers on 22 dnd  2~ uctober ano  J eummlt meetlny brtwurn thw leaders  ot the

two countries later this year.
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’ ..  O k u n ,  United Strrt~~i_Z)

Wolcomo  a8 thir  cenult i8, it ir  important not to 1080 eight  of the taat that 1

an agreement in principle ia  not the mama a8 an agreement on treaty provirion8  that ti

tranrlate  principle into practioe. In thir  endeavour we anticipate 8uaae88r  but )

the work !.a not yet finished.

In the Geneva talk8 deeiing  with rtcategic  nuclear arm8 reduction8 and deten8e

and rpclce  i88ue8,  progre88  ha8 been le88  remarkable than that recorded in the

intermediate nuclear force neqotiationr. The tir8t  priority  of the United State8

remain8 deep reduction8 in 8trateqic  ottenrive  arm8 , and the two 8ider  have agreed

to inten8ify  eftorts  to addreer  the problem8 standing in the way ot 50  p8r  cent

reduotionr  i n  rtrategio  oftenrive  8rm8. Although tho soviet draft treaty ot

31 July w18  8 welcome departure  from previou8 highly generalised  document8  and

further progre88  ha8 8Ub8equently  boon recorded, fundam8ntal  difference8 on

8pOCifiC  and important isaue8,  8uch a8 8ub-limitr,  remain. Moreover , the Soviet

porition continue8 to link strategic torte  reduction8 to re8trictionr  on 8trategic

defence which would yo  beyond thO8e  contained in the Treaty on the Limitstion  of

Anti-Bellirtic  Miesile Syeteme. Theee  would appear to be derigned  to cripple the

8trategic  defence initiative , an outcome which the United State8 will not rccept.

Another significant accompliehment  during the meeting of Secretary Shultz and

Wini8t.r  Shevardnsdze we8  the signing  on 15 September of an Agreement to eatabllsh

nucloer rirk  reduction centrea. In the preamble to the Agceoment,  the two eide8

reaffirm that

“a nuclear war cannot be won and muet never be fought”

and reiterate

“their desire to reduce and ultimately eliminate the rick of  outbreak of

nuclear war, in particular as a result  of misinterpretation, miscalculations or

act iden t”  .
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(Mr. Okun, United Statee)

On the oooraion  of the signing of the Ag~eemant , Pcerident  Reagan pointed out that

the ci8k  crduation oentcea  would help further leaaen  the ahrnaa  of oonfliat between

the Unitad  Btataa and the SoviaL  Union. The aentrea  will be eonneoted by aatellito

and Wil l  be equippad  to exchange textual and graphic information quickly.  Under

tha Agraamont,  notifioationa  of balliatia  miaailo  launcher will be made, and there

ia the poaaibility of additional l xahangaa of material, aa  a display  of goodwill

and in ordor to build oonfidenae.

It ia  8180 worth reoalling  that the aocord  rraahed  in Stockholm at the

Conference on Confidenae  and Seourity  Building Merauraa  and Diaarmament in Europe

waa conaluded only a little more than a year ago. During the intervening per iod,

on 26 Auguat,  the United Stat98  alrated  to exercise  ita  right under paragrapha 65

and 66 of that agreement to inapaot a military l ativity of the Soviet Union taking

placr  nrrc  Minsk. The inspection  waa l uoaeaaful in helping to resolve

uncertaintiaa about the  ~reaiae l oope and l iae of thia activity, and the United

States waloomad  thr apirit  of oo-operation  ahown  by many Soviet  officara and

l nlirted man  toward8 tha inapeotora. We believe  that this inspection  demonstrated

the aignifiaant  and l aaential aontribution  whiah  inapeotion  can make to the

oonfidence-building  procaaci. The implamentation of tha inapaction proviarona ia a n

encouraging atap  for East-Weat  relationa.

The Stockholm acaord haa  been followed by the initiation of diacuasione in

Vienna on a mendate  for  negot iat ion8 between tha 23 States of the Western  and

Eaatern alliancaa on conventional atabil ity. On 27 July the 16 Werrtern countries

pcopoaed  a mandata  for theae conventional atability negot iat iona,  a imed at

eetabl iahing a atable  and secure  b a l a n c e  of conventional force8  at lower levels.
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(MC. Okun ,  Un i ted  S ta tes )

These  negotiations should  eliminate force disparities  prejudiciai  to kitability  and

security, and should  seek to eliminate a surprise-attack capability, and a

capnhility  to initiate large-acale offensive action. In addition,  efPorte  c o n t i n u e

in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe to negotiate additional

flecur  1.  ty- and confidence-hui Lding  measures.

C o n c u r r e n t l y , States participating in the mutual and balanced force reduction

neqotiations  in Vienna convened on 24 September for their forty-third session. The

JJnited  States cont inues  to  hope  tha t  the  Warsaw  Pact  representa t ives  in  these

negotiations will .espond positively to the Weetern  proposals, on the table since

December 1985,  f o r  an  ePfeotively  ver i f iable  accord tha t  wou ld  meet  the  ob jec t ive

of  redressing the  fo rce  imba lance  in  Cen t ra l  Europe .

The past year has alao  witnessed important developments in arms control

related to biological  and toxin weapons, and to chemical weapons. with regard to

the former, last April Statea parties to the 1972 biological and toxin weapons

Convention held a successful meeeting of technical experta,  ao mandated by the

Second Conference to review the Convention, held in September 1986. The

recommendations aricpted  by the experts at the April meeting are now hetng

implemented, with the valuable result of supporting  and strengthenil  ? the norm

aqainnL  hioloqica l  and  tox in  weapons . The Jlnited  States has already provided

appropriate  information to  the  KJnited  Nat ions  Depar tment  o f  Disatmament  Affairs.

At  the  Conference  on  D isarmament  in  Geneva , under the leadership of the

Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, Ambaesador  Ralph Ekcus  o f

Sweden, advances have  heen  recorded i n  the  e f fo r t  to  negotiate  a  comprehens ive  ban

on  chemlt:al  weap  MI. The JJnited  States welcomes, for example, the new Position

taken hy the Soviet IJnion  on the  crucia l  oueation  o f  veriflcati?n,  in  pa r t i cu la r

it9  acceptatlce  of rrnited  States proposals o n  t h e  c h a l l e n g e  inspectic.ti  a u e a t i o n .
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In addition, the united St& .I  reoogniree  t h e  poritivo  value  o f  the rwont

viait  by partiaiprntr  in  the chemical  weponm  negotiation8 to the ahemiorl  weapona

faaility  at Shikhany  in tha Soviot Union.  At tha l amo tin.,  we look forward to

diacuaaion  with  the Soviat  Union of the many aueationa  that have  l riren from the

virit. We -180 lcok  forward to receiving Soviat vieitora  at the united  StatOa

chomioal  woaponm dertruction  facility at Tooelo,  Utah, next month. Pha United

staton VII  pleamod  to  rponmor the  firrt  of thaao  viaitr  in  1983.  Our  hope ir  that

such viaits  w i l l  servo  to incroero  the confidonoe  of  the negotiating Stat@8  that

the prorpectivo  chemical-weapon8  ban will deal with tha rerlitier  of the ohomioal

weapons aaaatr  to be prohibited.

Tharo  viaitn  are not, of courao,  a l ubatitute for the detailed  and painrtaking

neqotiating  offortr  reauirod  to convert apparent rgreoment  et tha love1 of

principle  into the  actual provi8iona  of a convantion.  In the chemical weapon8

negotiat ion8 I t  ia clear that the negotiatorr  8t  the  Conferenoe on Dirarmament

rtill  have much work to do. There are many iaauea  to be addreared, including

development  of challenge inspection  procedure8 and naqotiation of proviaiona  for an

international body reaponaible  for monitoring conpliance ,  aa  ~011  aa elaboration  o f

proviriona  for monitoring the chemiaal  industry  to ensure  the non-production of

chemical weapona. And theae iaauea  mu&  be dealt w,th not ju8t  by two Powera, but

hy a l l  the part icipant8 in the negotiat ions. Final ly,  there ia  the trouhle~ome

poeaibility  that l ome of thaw  Statea  that mey  po8e  a ahemical weapon8 threat mny

refuse  to become partiee  to the Convention.

The 8pceed  of chemical weapons must aleo be acreated.  The internetional

corranunity muat  continue to work to deal with this  menace, including, in caaae where

the threat  of  use is real ,  by reatrictinq  access  to materials  that  can he used in

‘I  the production of chamical  weapons.
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The United States condemnn  any and all illegal uee of chemical weapons

wherever and whenever it may ocsur. The United States at the same time supmrte

investiqations,  initiated by the Secretary-General of the United Nationa,  of

allegations of the uae of chemical. and biological veaponr. After several years of

experience with the procedures for inveatiqation  of ume,  in reeponse to General

Aasemhly  reaolut4on  37/98  D, the United Ststea believe8  it la now appropriate to

develop further technical guidelines and procedures for Ruth  investigations. MY

delegation expects to return to this  matter on a later occasion.

Progreas also took place during the paet year on another issue of considerable

interest to many in this chamber, that of nuclear teetinq. At the time of the

September meetinq between Secretary Shultz and Minister Shevardnadze, the United

States and the Soviet Union announced their agreement to begin Pull-scale,

etaqe-hy-stnqe neqctiatione on nuclear-testing issues before 1 December 1967. The

first order of hueineae  in these neqotiatione ia to aqree on effective measures of

verification that will make it possible  to ratify the 1474 threflhold  teat-ban

Treaty and the 1976 Treaty on peaceful nuclear expiosions. For the purpoee  of

elnboratinq  such measures joint verification experiments are envisioned at each

other’8 test eitee. The United States and the Soviet  Union  alna aqresd:

“to proceed to negotiating further intermediate limitations on nuclear testing

leadinq  to the ultimate objective  of the complete cerrsation  of nuclear teetinq

as part of an effective disarmament process. This process,  among other

things, would pursue, an the first priority, the qoal of the reduction of

nuciear  weapons and, ultimately, their elimination.”

At th*: same time, the United States continues to support the establishment of

an appropriately mandated euhsidiary  body in the Conference on Disarmament to

cons idtar, on a multil.aternl  hasis,  i~frues  related to a nuclear-teat-ban treaty,
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such as scope, verification and oonpliance. The L’nited  States  also continues to

SUQQOrt the excellent work of the Co~~ferenoeqa  Group of Scientifia  ExQerta  on the

International Exchange of Seiamia Data. In  thia  regard,  the United States i s

aponaoring  S WOrkShop  in Washington from 26 to 30 October  on the development of

proce~urea to be utilired at international data aentrea, to which all participants

in the GrOUQ  of Scientific Experts have been invited.

I have outlined some of the promiaing developnenta  over the past year that

relate directly to iaeuea before us in the Committee, The sense of optimism that

these developmanta have engendered in our work io  justified, but it would be a

serious error to allow thiS  aenae of optimism  to cloud a realiatio,  eober

aaaeaament of the glohal aeaurity situation.

To begiba  with, there continues to be serious conaern with ensuring  compliance

w!th  arms control and disarmament agreements already negotiated. I have mentioned

the col:tinuing  use of chemical weapons, which ia  a grave breach of the 1925 Geneva

Protocol. The Soviet Union continuer with ita  construction of a radar at

Kramoyarnk, in clear contravention of the 1972 anti-halliatic mireile  Treaty.
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The United States regards strict compliance by all  States parties to existing

arms-limit.ation  and disarmament  agceeme.lts  to  be esaent ia l . ‘Phe U n i t e d  States

bel ieves  that a l l  States in the internat ional  community have an interest  in,  and a

duty to support, strict compliance with thele  obligations, and should work to

fefltore the integrity of  agreements ir. i n s t a n c e s  where  t h e y  a r e  n o t  b e i n g  f u l l y

respected. States should make  avai lable  information both on actions taken by

parties to comply with ayreemcnts  and on indications that parties may not be in

compl  ic;,ce. L a s t  y e : -  , the United States delegation introduced a draft resolution

on this important lesue,  w hich  was  adopted by consensus. My delegation intends to

Pursue this subject  in the course of our  work .

Secondly, the problems of international securi ty of which we are seized extend

beyond those 02  deep reductions in nuclear weaapons and  the elimination of chemical

weapons. I have already ment.ioned  the efforts in the European context to deal with

conventional weapons . But the problem of conventional weapons transcends the

European continent . I n  f a c t , it  is a  cause o f  c o n c e r n  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  practically

every region in the world. It is  important,  therefore, to give serious

consideration to the i ssues  posed by conventional weapons ,  and our delegation

w e l c o m e s  the work in this area that has been initiated in the United Nations

Disarmament Commiseion. This  w o r k  should continue.

The United States has always regarded openness in military matters  as

essential for facilitating progress in disarmament. wo  a r e  p l e a s e d  t o  s e e  t h a t

o t h e r s  a r e  i n c r e a s i n g l y  recognizing  t h i s  f a c t . We have taken careful  note of

recent  indications by General Secretary Gorbachev that some informat.ion  relating to

military forces and  expenditures may finally be made avai lable  by the  Soviet

Union. If meaningful information is actually provided it would a step in the right

direction of further openness and the free exchange of  information.
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Fees exchange, including opportunities for the free exchange of views ‘n

disarmament and other eecuri2y  rssues, should be much more  extensive. All

individuals in all countrim  should  have available the necessary information to

psrticipate  in free and open debate on the merits of the actions of their

Governmenta, When such opportunities are available, Governments may be more

judicious  in making investments in military forces and r>ce  realistic in arms

control. When citizeno  have the opportunity to make their views fully known, and

whet1  all Governme.its  take those views seriously  into account, then the

international community ma. final12  be able to come to qrips with the underlying

sources of international conflict that prompt nati.ns  tc  arm themeolven.

I should  like to conclude with a few remarks concerning actions that may be

taken in this Committee. At Zhts  past spring’s meeting of the Preparatory

Committee for the third 81) .I seseicn  of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament, a draft agenda was a&pb-4 and it wa6  decided to hold the Reasion  in

1988. It remains to determine the exact dates for the session and, at the

forthcoming meeting of the Preperatory  Committee early in 1988, to make the final

arrangments. The third special session on dinarmament will come at an opportune

time as wr  Pursue our goal of a more secure war  lo. The United States locks forward

to  Participating in its work fully and vigorously.

In speaking about the relations between the United States and the Soviet Union

before the General Aseehly  on 21 September  this year, President Reagaij  Pointed out

that we can expect cur bilateral differences to contknue. He said this imposea  a

special  responsibility to find realistic ways aimed at resolving political problems

peacefully.

I believe that such a challenge is equally important for all of us in this

for urn. I have outlined a broad range of positive developmr;.t3  that have occurred

over the past 12 nontha,  events that have  moved us closer to out  shareJ  objective
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o f  qreater internation.  81 “City. I  hope  tha t  a  year  f rom now we  can  point  t o

even qc  eater auccesseR. Whatever oilr differences, we have  our  work cu t  ou t  for uu,

b o t h  here and at  the forthcoming third special aesaion  of the General AsfmnblY  on

disarmament. The United States ia ready to do its part.

M r . ;HY’II)V  (Dulqar  ia)  8- - The queation of achievinq  a safer and more stable

world free of the danyer of nuclear war and t h e  b u r d e n  of the arms I wx?  is  once

again among the highliqhts uf this session. That q u e s t i o n  h a e  steadily qrown i n

importance, alonq with the need  to  find an  adequate and unequivocal nolution  to

i t . That is  only logical) the nuclear age  hae  given ua not only very l imited

opt ions - w e  c a n  e i t h e r  s u r v i v e  t o g e t h e r  o r  d i e  t o g e t h e r  - b u t  a l s o  v e r y  l i t t l e

time for dec in ion-mak inq . T h a t  ia w h y  i t  is  neceesary  t h a t  a l l  o u r  effort8 s h o u l d

be aimed at ensurinq a peaceful future for mankind and at eliminatinq  the virue  of

mil i tarism, which h a s  b r o u g h t  the world untold suffering and has  set the staqe  for

universal  catast rophe.

The present t ime is  made momentous  also  by the  fact  that the technical

potentiGll for the d e s t r u c t i o n  of m a n k i n d  is paralleled by the  obsolete political

t h i n k i n g  o f  those political  laadere w h o  ignore reali’ f a n d  continue to rely on t h e

use of force aa the main instrument for accomplishinq  their goals. Progress  in

Physic?  a n d  military technology has simply over taken  progress in political

thinkinq. ‘mday  , the yap between the new realitlee and  the  inability. or

~n3willinqness, t,> I  ,*Ioqnize  those new realities  poeee  the yreateflt  danger.

Tl~c  question of peace  in the modern world, affectinq  a l l  c o u n t r i e s  a n d  peoples

and  a l l  spheres o f  1 ife,  requires a t h o r o u q h  restructurinq  of the entire system of

international relCatrons  and  the  creation of a new model which would facilitate the

t r a n s i t i o n  f r o m  d i s t r u s t  t o  mutual understanding, from confrontation to

co-operar-ion, from the arms race to disarmament.
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I n  our v i e w ,  t h a t  n e w  mod.1 fnr  international  relationa  ia bort m&died  in

the oonoopt of l 8tabli8hing a comprehensive ayrtem of intrtnational peace and

l oourity, the Corner-•tone  of which would be the curbing of the  arm8 race, the

aohievoment  of diearmament and a world trre  OE  nuclear weapona,. That  ie a

Eormidablo, yet doable tark . It  ia beyond the reach o&  any ringle State or group

of Statoo. It can br achieved only through the collective effort%  of the ent ire

rntrrnational community on the baair  OC  a new way of thinking and a new approach to

international affair&

The  15 January 1986 declaration of the Boviet  Union ir an outstanding example

of new politioal thinking. For the Eiret  time e v e r ,  an dll-embracing,

well-thought-out and well-timrd  programme Eor the general and complete elimination

9E nuolou  welponr  w a s  set  forth. General statemonts and expreaaione  of hope gave

wny to specific planr and astionr. A continuation of this policy was the summit

meeting at Beykjavik, where a whole art ot related proposals wan  put forward with  a

view to eliminating the threat oE nuclear war and paving the way for a new

nuclear-Eree age in the hirtory  oE mankind.

The Reykjavik  sunnnit demonrtrated  the practical i ty  oE  that  idea,  which had

rarlier  seemed to  be an improbable, if  not altogether impossible, dream.  There Was

a real closing  oE the gap between the positiona of the Soviet Union and of the

United State8 on the most complex problems of curbing the arme race and etiark:ng

upon disarmament, and although the eummit  Eailed to achieve the desired ends, Eor

reasona  that are well known, the intellectual breakthrough of &yk javik Continuea

to  atfoct  the ongoing talkr and to aerve the cause of disarmament.
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The People’o Republic of Sulgaria  welcomea  the agreement  recently  roached i n

principla  t o  e l i m i n a t e  t h e  shortec- a n d  medium-ranga  misaileo,  a s  w e l l  aa  t h e

agreement to beyir.  wide-renqing bilateral negotiationa for the l imitation and the

ultimate total coa.7aiLan  of nuclear-weapons tests. The agreement to remove the

medium-range and shorter-range missiles ,  as  well as their nuclear warheada,  would

be the first effective ntep towards the eliminstion  of nuclear wonponr  and the

building of security  and mutual confidence. A l t h o u g h  i t  w i l l  a f f e c t  leea  t h a n

5 per cent of the world’s nuclear arsenals, this agreement  would have  a  politically

and strategically etabilizinq  effect of major proportions and would be of ilPmonno

moral  value. It could serve as a useful precedent in working out agreementa  on the

reduction 01 other  types of nuclear arma. It holds out prospects which require

serious  a n d  r e s p o n s i b l e  coneideratlon. It is now particularly important that no

new obstacles should be created to reaching a mutually acceptable agreement. Yor

example, we find it  objectionable that the reduction and elimination of one type or’

wear?n  should be “offset” by building up another typa of weayon.

In Washington another aqreement was signed  to establish centres in the Soviet

Union and the United States to limit the risk of nuc lear  war . However  modest it

may be a8  compared to the e.ltire  ranqe of disarmament iaeuee  on the negotiating

table of the two Powers, this confidence-building measure constitutes a  u s e f u l  s t e p

towards the final and reliable elimination of the risk of nuclear conflict.

The efforts to build a world Eree  of nuclear acme  should continue in other

,-,reas  of diearmament  as  wel l . Today it  is  clear  that the desire  to extend the arms

race into outer  apace is  intricately l inked to the Cordian  knot of problems rolatod

to curbing the arlns race and,  therefore, t o  t h e  f u t u r e  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y  aa

a whole. I t  i s  o n  t h i s  i s s u e  t h a t  c e r t a i n  c i r c l e s  c o n t i n u e  t o  c l i n g  t o  t h e  o l d

mode of thinking. They see the future only in terms of the use OL force,
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particularly of overwhelming  forao  which the *enemy* have no chance of matching.

And al l  thio  ir dono in the name of security. But to build aocurity  at  the expense

of other8  means to seek mil i tary superiority. Thir  would be the result  of the

efforta  to provide Che  “nuclear sword”  witn a “nuclear shield”,  thuu creating the

potential  for  a pre-emptive  firet  st r ike .

Bulgaria ie of the view that, given the nature  of modern weaponry, it io

imporaible  to ensure  the recurity  of any country by military-teonnical  means,  e v e n

the moat eophirticated  oner. In th is  act ion-react ion uyclo,  an eslcalation  of the

arma  race  ia  thus precipi tated, leading inevitably to the rirk  of mankind’e

destruction. That ia  why we maintain that the time ha6  come when the problem of

security  can be reaolvcd  only by poli t ical  meana. The new thinking meane,  first of

all, recogniming the important principle that today there can only be rrecurity

which is  mutual and, in gLoba  tecma,  common l ocurity.

The People’6 Republic of Bulgaria rupportn the propoeal  of the Soviet Union

for the elaboration of “new key pcovieiono  of an agraement”  etip*llating  Rtriot

oboervance  of the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-ballistic  Mioeile  Systems and on

that basis a 50 per cent reduction  of the atcatogic  offensive  arm8 of the USSR aud

the United States of America, preventing the transeec  of tno acme race into outer

epace, and beginning negotiations on the gradual cemation  of nuclear-weapon8

ter;ing. These  ptopoeale  are designed to bre(rK  the vicious circle ot action and

reaction and to take a decisive step  towards the complete elimination of nuclear

weapons.

The removal of nuclear weapone in accordance with the propoeale of the

socialist countries ie not the only taek on the way towards establishing a peaceful

and secure world. We call for the adoption of an integrated approach that woula

couple the elimination of nuclear arme  with the elimination of the other weapons of
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mass destruction, considerable reductione of conventional armaments and armed

torcrs  to a level required only tor defence, as well as collateral confide- n d

security-buiiding measure8 under strict and comprehensive international control.

The practical application of the latest achievements of the revolution  in

science  and technology has led to changes which in turn have forced a reappraisal

of the political, military and economic threat posed by conventional arms. As  i s

known, the programme of the members of the North Atlantic Treaty

Organization  (NATO) adopted in 1978 atreuses  the qual.rtativu  H&xoven\ent  of

conventional armaments, particularly the steep enhancement of their destructive

fire power.

On t h e  o t h e r  h a n d , the growing deployment of automated mrlitary  syoteme  for

c o n t r o l , command and communications has agqravated the risk thst a conventional

conflict could escalate into a nuclear war. That is why the socialist  countrlrs

have emphasized  time and again the conclusion that in these circumstanceu even

mil itary parity has ceased to  be a  guarantee  o f  lnternatlonal  security.

It will be necessary to agree upon specific measuces  for conventional

disarmament based on the principle ot reasonable auf LAcrency  in the respective

types of arms, coupled wtth  the adoption of a military doctrine of a strictly

defensive nature.

The readiness of the socialist countries to embark upon this road was

reaffirmed in the document adopted at the Berlin meeting of the Political

Consultative Committee oL  the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty held la:dt  May.

Ak that meetiny the socialist countries formulated proposals for the implementation

o f  sPecif  iC  llledYUCee  for nIlclear dnd  COnVentlOnd~  dif:drlnament. ‘They al80  outllned

the basic provisions of the military doctrine of the Warsaw Treaty, which  is geared

to the objective ot  avoiding war, whether nuclear or conventional. The detenslve
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nature of thin  dootrinc  ia ref lected in the etatemont  of  the allied States  that in

no  CitCUmStSnce8  will they initiate armed hoetilitiee  against  any other State  or

group of States, unleS8  thay come under attSokl  nor will they ever be the first to

US8 nuclear weaponsI  that they have no territorial claims againSt  any Puropean or

non-European State, nor do they view any State or people as their enemy.

At Llerlin the socialist countries propoaed  to the NATO member States tnat they

hold oonrult&tionr  with a view to comparing and bringing into alignment the

mil i tary doctrine8 of  the two al l iances  on the baeie  of perely  det’enaive

prinoiplee.  Such 8 dilrloguo  in international relat ions,  along with specif ic

disarmament measures, would have a major effect  on building  confiaence  and mutual

trust. Regrettably, we have not yet received an unequivocal reply to this proposal

of ours.

Today Europe has its ayes  set on Vienna. The People’s Republic of Bulgaria

has consistently maintained that the meeting of the States participating in the

Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe should adopt meani lgful  and

balanced decisions which would move ahead the all-European  proceea  with regard to

a l l  aectlma  of the Helsinki Final Act. The problems of disarmament should find

their due place within the framework af this all-encompaaaing approach. All

European Statoa  should be involved on an equal footing rn the solution of these

problems.

What Europe needs now in  a dxuetic  reduction of military confrontation as well

ae further confidence-building. l!rere  is  alao  the question of avoiding a surprise

attack. This could be achieved by lowering the concentration of armed forces and

armaments in the zone of direct confrontation between the two military alliancea,

by withdrawing the moat  dangeroue offenelbe  arm8  from any Such zones, and oy

establishing zones free  of nucleirr  and chemical weapons. The ini t iat ive  of  the
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German Democratic  Republic and Czechoelovak  Sociallet  Republic to c r e a t e  a

nuclear-weapon-fro@ corridor in Central Europe ,  the initiative  of my country ana

the Bocialht  Republic of Romania to traneform  the Balkan peninsula into a zone

free of nuclear and ohomical  weapons , a e  w e l l  ae  t h e  comprehenajve  p l a n  o f  t h e

Polieh  People’e Republic on arm8  reduction and confidence-building in Central

Europe, are all  deaignad to serve this  ob)ective.
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In our vim, the  time  har  como  to undertake practical action to turn the

Balkmm  into a nucloac-weapon-from  sono,  no  called for by the leadera  of the

Peop10~1 Republic of Bulgaria and the  Republic of Qreeao  in  their  joint  rtatement

of 15 July 1987 addremred  to all Balkan countriaa  and again during the current

viait  by the  Greek  Pcoridont  to  Sof ia .

It ia  an encouraging fact that tha poritionr  of  the rocialirt  countr ies and

thore  of  the New  D e l h i  S i x  are cloao  or mamilar  on urgent  imuor  suah  a s  the

ceseation  o f  nuclear-weapon  torts, the prohibition and elimination  of nuclear

weapons and the avoidance  of an arm8 race tn outer space. The  toalimtic  proposals

advanced by the Now Delhi Six aro an indication that naw political thinking ie

steadily  taking hold.

Now is  the time for political l tatament.6 to be matched by specific actionr.

The Bulgarian dele9xtion  hoper that the Committao will make a contribution by

adopting concrete and positive decimione  on all the items on its agenda.

Mr. PETROVSKY  (Union of Soviet Soooialist  Aapublior)  ( interpretation from

Ruseian) I The procear  of disarmament and its internationalization,  am well aa tho

gradual evolution of a comprehenaivo  recurity  system through oollective  efforts,  ia

croatinq  a need to eetablirh  confidence in international rolationr  on a wide

rcale. Confidence is  procirrly  what is  needed  a6 a catalyst for there histor ical

promssee.

In the present circumstance8 , when the qrcundwork is being laid for the

building of a truly nuclear-free world , confidence cannot be restricted to selected

meaPuret3  o r  spheres. It has aeaumad  a wholly new dimension requiring a transition

to a broad policy of confidence-building that  will become the core of a

comprehensive system of international security.
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lU create, strengthen and develop confidence, it  ie neceefrary  to act  in

concert, thus  paving the way through the accumulating of experience in

co-operatfon, through increased mutual understanding and through the joint solution

o f  p r a c t i c a l  iesues.

“The origins of being derive from deeds.” Thus, paraphrasing the Bible, the

great Goethe  expressed the idea that reality can only be creat.ed  through concrete

deeds. Confidence can become  the immutable norm of international life if it ie

emboaied  in the practical  w o r k  of developing comprehensive security,  excluding

reliance on force.

Real and tangible act.ion  in all  spheres accelerates the process  of

confidence-brlilding. Confidence built up through jolnt action created the

c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  u n d e r t a k i n g  i n c r e a s i n g l y  f a r - r e a c h i n g  forme  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l

interaction and thus constitutes a system-forming process.

Confidence hae  a special role to play in nuch  a sensit ive area as  disarmament,

where national security interests are directly affected. I t  i s ,  I  b e l i e v e ,  h e r e

more than anywhere else  that confidence must manifest itself  in concrete action.

Indeed, what spur8 on the arms race is  fear and suspicion. At the same time,

a very clear trend is  emerging ,  with the arms race IBecoming  self-contained and

having its own internal logic and in fact precluding the building up of

confidence. The result  ie a vicious circle,  with mistruflt  generating an arms race

and the arms Kate in turn inteneifying  suspicion.

The way out of this stalemate,  aa  we see i t ,  can be found only by shoving

d e t e r m i n a t i o n  a n d  c o n c e n t r a t i n g  OUK p o l i t i c a l  w i l l  t o  a c h i e v e  a  j o i n t  breakthrouqh

and accomplish tangible measures to curtail  the arms race. Each step in the

dicection  of arms  reductions will  contribute to pcogress  in and development of the

disarmament prxee.8. In other words, the formula “the mote  arms, the greater the
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inarcueity  and aurpicionn  should  bo countered by anotherr  “the more disarmament,

the  greator  t h e  oonfidenoe.’

The met  important inrtrumentr  of confidence  are  openneee  and glarnort. Thor  e

ia  no need to prove that  where  thorr ir a  rhroui of myrtery, suepicionr  frequentlY

arise, mythr  are created and speculat ion begin& Bue openn+rs  should not be an end

in itoelf  but,  rather,  an inrtrumont for the bui lding of  confidence: the goal  ia

not opennesr  in oontinuinq the armr race . Af ter  a l l ,  in  d iearming we are

concurrently opening ourselvm  up by eliminating  those  areaa  of  act iv i ty  that  are

pr imar  ily  concar  nad  with sear  ecy . Opennrua  ia  intended ‘co  remove aourcee  of

rurpicion  and create  an atmoephore  of  c lar i ty  and predictabi l i ty  conducive to real

d!rarmament.

We aqree  with thorn who call on UIJ  not to fear openness. It waa precisely we

who were  the  firrt  to raise  the question of openneee in internat ional  re lat ions.

The firrt  internat ional  act  ol!  the groat rocialirt  October Kevolutlon  - whose

seventieth  anniversary  we celebrate this  year - was the Decree on Peace. The

Soviet State declared that it  was renouncing secret  diplomacy and secret  treaties

and proclaimed its commitment to the principle8 of opennees  and true democracy in

f o r e i g n  plicy.

Kven  i f ,  to be absolutely frank, in the paat  there  have  been some  departures

from that  princi;lle,  they w e r e  neueesitated  by the foreign intervention that

imedia  tsly  followed our Revolution and by attempta  on the part of some  Power 8,

including those now advocating openneaa, to undermine the foundations of our

country  and s&angle  i t  by pol i t ical  and economic blockade and direct  mi l i tary

intervent ion. We were forced to shut  ourse lves in  to  protect  ourse lves Erom

hoetile  encirclement. And today, we ouraelvee must melt mistrust and

circunmavigate  the  ice  f loes and icebergs of confrontational att i tudes.
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In this connection I should like to reIer  to the statement by the

representative of the United Kingdom, Mr. Edis,  in which he quite rightly

stated - and I agree with him - that w a must all be open to new ideas and

approaches. Such openness is particularly important, indeed, an absolute

necessity, today. Without it there can be no broad-based approach to resolving the

problems of global security. I understood that the worda  of the representative or

the United Kingdom would be translated into deeds with regard to all new ideas and

proposals, including those advanced by the socialist countrres  for developing a

comprehensive  system of international security. We hope that constructive and

unprejudiced attitudes to each other’s lords  and deedn w i l l  characterize  al l  stages

of the First Committee’s work at this session.

Confidence begins above all with a realistic assessment oi one’s own actions.

It is created not by posing as a self-styled supreme judge with regard to the

entire world or by using double standards , one standard for oneself and another for

others, but respect for others , coupled with an objective and self-critical view of

on2  ’ s own society and policy. This, it appears to us, is the best posnible

approach to creating confidence and mutual understanding. In world politics there

cannot and must not be either teachers or students. There must be mutual

enrichment.

Our new philosophy of security is based on recognition of the fact that in

today’s complex and contradictory world, which is at a crossroads, new, bold

approaches and unorthodox methods are needed to deal with international problems.

Confidence-building in world affairs does not merely presuppose unity of word and

deed,  it requires it, for only a world that has moved from statements to practical

measures can have  a chance of survival.

Grasping this truth and upholding It  has become the law governiny Soviet

foreign policy. We not only proclaim our commitment to peace, but always back up
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our declarations of peace with concrete proposals and constructive negotiating

positions. On 15 January 1986  General Secretary Mikharl  Gorbachev put forward a

specific programme for achieving sel:urity  through disarmament. In working for its

implementation we are not only actively seeking solutions to the problem of

reducing and limiting  specific types of armaments, but also taking steps to

strengthen confidence and conetructb\e  co-operation.

In order  :o begin moving towards mutual confidence through the thick fog of

suspicic-.I  and fear, it is sometimes necessary to feel one’s way carefully, step by

step. Here,  the force of example can be extremely helpful, nd unilateral steps

can be taken towarde the solid ground of confidence , making a conscious choice  in

favour  of self-control and restraint.

The Soviet  Union does not simply argue in favour  of uni lateral  actions and the

ccotnmcdation  of ‘-he  legitimate Interests and concerns of others. It has

undertaken a  uni la tera l  obligation not to be the first  to use nulear  weapons. OllC

uni lateral  moratorium on putt ing anti -satel l i te weapons  in  outer  space has been in

effect since  1983,  and i t  wil l  remain in effect  as long as other countr ies,

including the United States,  act  s imilarly. me N-month unil  Atera morator  Sum on

nuclear explosions oberved  by us was a strikiny example of the Soviet Union’s

goodwill. The uni lateral  act ion taken by the other nuclear social ist  Power, the

People’s Republic of China, which has undertaken to forgo the first use of nuclear

weapons and reduced its armed forces by 1 million meh, is also a very positive step.

The new military thinking of the USSR and the socialist countries allied with

it is surnrnarized  in a joint document on military doctrine adopted by the member

States of the WarerA  Treaty organization. The most significant features ot that

doctrine are as follcwsr first ,  i t  i s  oriented towards ensuring mil i tary security
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first  and foremost throdqh  political meanal  secondly, it ie not conceived within

the framework of past wars but la baaed lrpon  a consideratron  of the realities ot

the nuclear and space aqor  r.llirdly, i t  ie str ict ly defensive in character and is

based  on the assumption that military methods ehouLd not be used to solve any

outstanding problems) and follrthly, it is based or)  a non-offensive strategy.

W e uave  not confined ouraelvea merely to prercenting  the essence ot our

military doctrine, but are wtllinq to go further. The Soviet union, together with

its Warsaw Treaty allien, haa  put forward d far-r*\achinq proposal for consultations

with the countries memberu of the North Atlantic Treaty Orqsnization  (NAT3)  in

order to compare the mrlrtary  doctrines  of the two alllancer,, analyse their

character and enqege in joint consideration of thn  direction in which they should

evolve to dispel the mutual suspicion and mistrust th,rt  has been built. up over the

years, arrive at a better understanding of each other’s inteirtions  and ensure that

military thinkinq and the doctrines of  the military blocs and their adherents are

based o n  defensive  principlerr. The agenda for ouch con3ultatione  would alao

include existing imbalances and asymmetries in individual tylles  or armaments and

armed force?, as well as a search for ways and means of correcting them, based on

the notion that whichever group ie in the lead should make reduction6 on the

understanding that such reductions will lead to increasingly lower levels.

In 011~  view, a stronq iToetue  in this direction can be provided by agreement

on a defensive strategy and the notion of reasonahle sufficiency. tiuch  concepts

pr~Bnuppoce  ,I  ritructure of armed forcep  in a country that would be aufficlent  t o

repel poosible  aygression  but not to engage in offensive action. A f i rst  step

WWJld  be a supervieed  withdra:tial  of nuclear and other offensrve  weapons from

national borders, followed by the establishment along borders of sparsely armed

strips and demilitarized  zones. Ultimately our goal snculd  be to work Co
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dirmantlo  military  bloat,  l liminato barnem  in foreign tocritorior  and bring home all

troopa now rtationod  abroad,

We  hava  therefore  propored, in l rmonce , a major measure of conf  idame  and

oponnaaa t h a t  maker  it porribla  t o  arcartain  + sincerity  of our intantions  and

the truly defonrivo  charactor  of both our doctrine  and our  pract ice in  mi l i tary

matters,  and, in turn,  for us to  be pre8entud  with arguments in  oupport  of the

oincerity  of the l tatomentr by loaderr  of the member  countriem  of the North

Atlantic Alliance  to the e f f ec t  that they  would  uua mil i tary force  only in rerponee

to aggrmmaion. W e hopa t h a t  o u r  honert  ~aopoaal  w i l l  b e  oonridared  on ito  merit8

and that the NATO  countrior  w i l l  reapond  to  i t  conetructively. we eagerly await

their  anowor  to our proporal.
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We want our honeat  policy to be clear to everyone , and, naturally, we axpect

an adecuata reaponee. This is precieely  what motivatea ua when we take action to

build confidence, for example  in the field of conpliance with the Treaty on the

L imitat ion  o f  Anti-Ral l iet ic Mieeile  Syetenu  (AMB Treaty)  the prohib i t ion  o f

nuclear-weapon  tneta,  and the banninq of chemical weapona.

In order to remove the very l ource of euapicion and to create a normal,

healthy atmosphere  for a detailed discuaaion of cueatione related to the observance

of compliance with the ABM Treaty, the Soviet Union invited a delayation from the

Houe~  of Representatives of the United Staten  Congress  to viait  the radar station

in the area of  the city of Krasnoyarak, which has been the subject of ao much

apeculation. The American Congreaemen examined, without any reetrictiona,  the

buildlnge  that house the radar uncIer  construction and went. over the technical

epecificationa  of the equipment at the etation.

The American aide recc:ved  firet-hand, factual confirmation of the  firm

intention of the USSR to continue to abide by its  obligations under the 1972

ABM Treaty. In order to allay suspicion  and prevent the circulation of mythe  with

regard to apace activitiee  that they have generated, the Soviet Union propooee  to

etrive  for agreement on confidence-building meaauren that would provide the

aeeurance that no one wan  enqaged in activities banned by international r.qreemente.

Let  ue take another example. In order to create an atmosphere of confidence,

and in the interest6 of concludinq  at an early date a convention banning chemical

weaponcl,  the Soviet eide invited the negotiators  on chemical weapon0  to visit  the

Soviet military facility at Shikhany to nee  for themeelvee typical exanplee of our

chemical weapons and of the technologies used for their deetruction  at a mcbi]e

unit. The exptrrtn  will also be able, later on, to  vieit the epecial  f ac i l i ty  fo r
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the dortraotion  of chemical  woapona  which  ia  under oonatrwtion in our country,  in

the area  of the oity of Chapaevak.

The Soviet Union ia  alao  on record xx having ocganixed  - 4urinq  ita  moratorium

on nualoar l xploaiona - a trip for foreign roproaantativoa  to tha nuclear-tart site

in the area of Samipalatinak , to anahla American l ciontiata to sot  up special

aaiamic  equipment therm to carry out on-•ite verifioation  of the fast  that no

exploaiuna  ware being  conducted, and ultimately  we agreed to oarry out, jointly

with tha Americana, a oalibrating  rxperiment uaing non-nualrar undorground

l xploaiona . Tha proqraaa ot the on-mite axp+rinmt  wax obaarvad alao  by a group of

American Congraaamen. unfortunately,  thorn  ham beon  no rociprucal  invitation to

obaarve  American  nuclear l xploaiona.

All  thia im  our concreta  contr ibut ion to a raaaonable,  reaponmible,  rational

organisat ion of internat ional  affaira, which ix being expanded before  our very

*yam. Standarda - unheard of beforo  - arm being eatabliahed with regard to

opennaaa, glaanoat, and thr extent and depth of mutual inapeotion and verification

of obligationo  aamumed.

An important meaaurr for l trangthoninq mutual truat ix the implementation of

the recommandationm of the Qenava Conference of Sciantifia  and Technical Experta

from Stat.8  partiea to the Convention on the prohibition of haotariologioal

waapona. wo would like  to inform the Committoo  that our country  ham preaented, on

time, tha information called  for by thoao recommendationa.

In our view,  confidence-huilding can alao  be aorved by introducing m

with respect  to military apending. The repeated attompta  to reducs  military

budqata h a v e  invariably hen rejected on the pretext  that there are diff icult lea

with regard to conpariaona. \)bvioumly,  we have to be fair in comparing defence

expendi turea,  which ix  no ainple  matter , mince the price l tructurea of armamenta

and the pricing mechaniama of varioua countries  differ fundamentally.
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The defence budget pohlinhed by the USSR  - 20.2 hillion rouhle~~ - reflecte

only the expenditures  of the Minietry  of  Dofence on the maintenance of the armed

torcee  pecaonnel,  1oqLetice  support,  military conatcuction, retirement benefite,

and aoma other itema. Research  and development financing and arma  and eouipmcnt

procurement are covered under other article0  of our State budget. Upon  conpletion

of a radical pricing reform to be carried out in  our country, we think it will be

poaaihle  to mako a realintic  comparison  of overal l  mtlitary  epending. We believe

that in the next two or three yeara we will  be able to conpare data of intereet

both to ue  and to our partnera, data that would uniformly reflect expenditures by

the two aides. Thie  i s  a  very  eerioua  and reaponaible  undertaking but we are ready

to carry it out.

To make confidence an effective policy and to ensure that it ia firmly

embedded in the fabric of international relationa , afforta muat  be made by al l

sidee. On& hand ia not enough for a handshake.

The United Nationa haa, undoubtedly, a major role to play in

internationaliztng, promoting, strengthening  and making irreversible the procees of

confidence. The IJnitad  Nations, which had its very or ig in  in  a spirit of

co-operation, can function ef sctively  and meanj.nqfully  only when it breathes the

oxygen of confidence. Therefore, l trenqtheninq confidence aleo  meana  consolidating

the United  Nstionu, enbancinq  itm eiqnif icance and authority, and crenelating its

Charter into real life. I t  should help to product a universal language of

confidence and openneee,  understandable to  a l l , that would qradual ly  force out the

jargon of threats and confrontational polemica  from the pol it ical  vocabulary of the

international community.

A  firat  atop in thie complex process of conpiling  a lexicon of confidence and

openneee could be nade by implementing  the Secretary-General’e proposal to eet up,



JSW/rt/mh A/C.l/42/PV.S
34-35

(Mr. Patcovrky,  USER)

with in  the Organisation,  a multilaterel  aentro  for raduoinq the throat of war. W 8

belieV0  it would alao  bo  advirablo  to l rtablirh direat  liner  of oomuniaation

between the Unitad Nation8 Hoadquartor8  end the  aapitel8  of the Stat.8 that are

permanent  rmmbora  of the Security Council  a8 wall  a8 the  location o f  the C!hairm8n

of tha Movrment of Non-Aligned Countriel.

The fact that confidenoe i8  entering the mainatraam  of broad politia  create8

favourable aonditionr  both for l nhanaing aonfidence-building nwa8uro8 and for

ext8nding  them to new aroaa of act iv ity ,

Tha cOnfid8nCa-  and racurity-bui lding m888ur88 in IEurOpe,  agreed upon i n

Stockholm, which have be8n  in effect 8inoe  1 January 1987, are now being to8ted i n

practice and d8monrtr8t8  that, provided thora i8  politioal  w i l l  and muturl

con8tructiVene88, i t  i8  po88ibl8  t o  ov8rcomo  the  mO8t  formidablr  h u r d l e 8  and t0

aohi8vo  illQXO88iVO r88Ult8. In  our View,  the agreement8 reechod 8t the flrrt  8t8ge

of th8 Stockholm Conforoncr sn Conf idenc8- and Security-building  Mearur88  and

Di8aemamont  in  Europe,  moving  U8 toward8 an integrrtod  8y8t.m  tbet w i l l  encow

confidence-bui lding, 8OCUrity  a n d  dilarmament  me88ure8. At the  8econd 8tag0,

di8armamant  negotiation8 could be conducted  along with  the prep8r8tion o f

aonfidanoe-bui lding me88ure8 on which there wa8  no previour  agreement,  or which

could be adv8nced  in  future, and which would inaludr I gr8dU81  limitation and

reduction o f  military activitier - particularly by the t w o  milit8ry

alll.8nce8 - notif ication o f  independent air force rnd navrl  m8noeUVre8, coverage  hy

confidonco-huil,\ng  m8a8ure8 of the torritorier  of all  counttier p8rticipating  i n

the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE)  and other aonfidence-

and 8ecur ity-huildir,g  IfMI88UrO8.
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Concurrently, consideration would be given to new kinda  of ronfidence-buildinq

measure8 and to measures of military and strategic atability  in  Europe  d i rect ly

relatod to reductions in armed forces , conventional  armaments  and  military

expendituree, which would faci l itate the conclusion of agreements a n d  l e a d  t o  t h e

establishment of a military ba lance  a t  the  lowest  possible  l e ve l .

We believe that confidencu-buildinq meanuree  can  have  a  ma jor  effect and that

they  can  be  particularly beneficial  to relntiono a m o n g  Staten poeseesiny

substantial  mil itary potential  and belonging to djfferant  mrlitcrry  blocs . First

and foremost, this applies to the nuclear Powers and  to  the  two  all iances, the

North ‘.‘llantic  Treaty Organization  (NATO) and the Warsaw Treaty.

The initiatives proposed at  Murmanek  by  the  Genera l  Secre tary  of the  Cent ra l

Committee of  the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail S .  G o r b a c h e v ,  a r e

designed to strengthen trust in thr north of Europe and spread it to the Arctic.

The Soviet Union has  stated its readiness to oerve as a guarantor of a nuclear-free

zone in northern Europe should a decision to eatabliah s u c h  a  z o n e  b e  t a k e n .  W e

a lso  support Finland’s initiative on the Lrmitation of navaL  actlvitiea  in northern

European coastal seas. Throuyh joint efforts a imed  at developiny a n d  e x p a n d i n y

confidence-building measures in the military sphere, radicrlly  r e d u c i n g  t h e  level

of military confrontation and utilizing  the resource8 of ncrthern a n d  Arct ic

regions for peaceful purposes while protecting tneir  environment, It  would be

possi~~d  to turn Lho northern regions of the planet into a g e n u i n e  z o n e  of peace

and fruitful co-operation.

The Soviet Union  i s  focusing its attention dlS0 on issues relating to

enhancing security a n d  buildiny  confidf,nce  in  Asla  and the Pacif ic region. Our

proposals in that regard, put forward by  the  tieneral  Secretary ot the Central

Committee ot t.he Communist Party 01  the Soviet Union in his Vladivostok statement
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and in an interview with the Indonesian newspaper  Mecdeka,  are well known and

remain unchanged.

In the present circumrtances  we attdoh considerable importance to harmonizing

confidence-building  measures in the naval area. These could include prior

notif ication o f  certain naval activit ies,  invitations to observera  to attend naval

exercises and manoeuvcen,  limitation of the number and acope  of naval exerciaea  and

the aroaa  in which they are held, exchangea of information on naval matters, and

other meaaursa.

It  is  ouite clear that the current nature  of relat iona makea  i t  impoaeihle

aimply  to decree confidence or to enaure the inetantaneoua  removal of auapicione

that have accumulated over many yeara. For that reason, aa  we make progress

towarda  tbe reduction and elimination of certain claaaea  of weapona  and the

l imitat ion of  mil i tary potential  to  a  level  of reasonable sufficiency,  verification

wil l  evolve into the moat important factor in  the attainment of aeourity.

Our poaition on verification mattrra is baaed on the premiae that at a l l

stagea  of real disarmament everyone must be completely certain that there will he

ecrupuloua  compliance with agreementa. Xe  favour  the  moat rigorous verification.

If the auestion  of double verification ia  rained,  we wil l  respond by advocating

triple verif ication. Without the moat stringent and comprehenalvs  verification,

the necessary  certainty that agreementa  were haing  respected  would be lacking and

conaeauently there could be no confidenca.

The practice of conducting verification should become a school  for

confidence-building and should  help us to nee  for ourselves the sincerity of one

another’s  intentiona and to become inunune  to dietrust. An the procese  of

disarmament is internationalized  and aa  multilateral efforts to attain equal

securi ty for  a l l  are  intens i f ied ,  the s ignif icance of  international  vertfication
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and the co-ordinating role of the United Nations in that respect will grow. The

United Nations will become a focal point for the involvement of all States in the

building of relation8 of confidence and security.

That is  the a im of an idea proposed by the General Secretary of the Central

Committee of the Communist Party of  the Soviet Union, Mikhail  S.  Gorbachev,  for

e s t a b l i s h i n g , under United Nations auspices , machinetv for broad international

control over  compl iance  w i th  agreements on reducing international tension and

limiting armaments, af3  w e l l  a8 o v e r  m i l i t a r y  eituations i n  c o n f l i c t  a r e a s . As we

see it,  that machinery would operate by using various forms and method8 of

verification to collect information and  t ransmi t  it promptly to the United

Nations. It would provide an objective picture of developments, ensure the timely

d e t e c t i o n  o f  p r e p a r a t i o n 8  f o r  h o s t i l i t i e s , make a surprise attaCK  more difficult,

and make it  posoible  to take measures to prevent the initiation, expansion and

exacerbation of a military conflict. That machinery could be  the  underpinning of a

sort of Eiffel Tower of verification and confidence, and a central link for

intertwining and complementary measures of disarmament, verification and

confidence-but lding .

The proposals we have put forward are comprehensive and encompass all  major

components  of d isarmament , verification and confidence-building .

I n  comf’lete  c o n f o r m i t y  w i t h  t h a t  ,riew, we have put torwara at the Conference

o n  Disa:mament  a  p r o p o s a l  for a broad network  o f  measures  for confidence-building

a n d  international monitoring of space activities. Tnis  system would  include prior

notification of each planned launch, the permanent presence of groups oi inspectors

at  a l l  s i tes  used  for launchiny  space  ob jec ts  and  inoyection  of  every space

launch. Moreover, we think it would be  necessary to provide for the right to

on-site inspection s h o u l d  suspicions arise that there has been a launch from an
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undeclared site. With a total ban on apace atrike  weapons , the Soviet Union would

be ready to extend inspections to storage and industrial facilities, laooratories,

teat centres and so forth.

Control ieeuee with respect to the prevention of the deployment of arms in

outer apace  call for a broad approach and for use to be made of the creative

potential of all forces concerned. To that end, we have proposed the convening of

an international symposium in the USSR in 1989, with the participation of

Government repreaentativee and prominent scientists and public figures.

Soviet proposals on a series of ieeuee  of verification and confidence-building

have albo been put forward at the negotiations on the elimination and prohibition

of chemical weapons. In addition to earlier Soviet initiatives, the Minister for

Foreign Affairs of the USSR, Eduard Shevardnadze, stated on 6 August this year a t

the Conference on Disarmament that it was neceseary  to consolidate legally the

principle of binding challenge  inspections without the right of denial.

We hold the view that the Secretary-General has an active role to play in

ensurrng reliable control over compliance with commitments to ban and eliminate

chemical weapons. To build on our expressed readiness to have recourse to hie

services in investigating caees  of the use of bacteriological weapons, we declare

our agreement to the services of the Secretary-General being extended aleo  to

investigations into case8 of the us*’  of chemical weapons.

Work on effective verification of disaUMm6nt  also presupposes unbiased

discussion 9’ various ideas , and there are quite a few of them, including the

proposal of France to eet up an international satellite monitoring agency. We are

open to an exchange of views on that proposal.
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With the practical implementation  of diearmament, there will he an enormous

increaee  in the eiqnificance  of the oueation of monitoring the non-conduct of

activitiee  banned under a given possible agreement at military basea located in the

territories o f  other States.

I Rhould  like to highlight particularly the importance of thie problem in

term4 of the etrenqthening and the estahliehment of confidence. We muat. turn our

attention and that of the United Nation8  and internationel  conferences to the

eltoation  in military bases. Military hraes  make up part  of the milit.ary

infraetructure. It is  suite  obvious that they can perform function6 which ace

rather important In military term4 and which cannot be ignored in concluding

specific agreements. We believe there muat  be a new approach to the auestlon  of

the situation in military baeee. To be confident that the ohligation  aseumed  are

reepected,  i t  ie essential  to have inepection acceee to nuch  haees. In this

important matter. naturally, it  w i l l  be necessary to obtain the co-operation of the

States on whose  aoil  those  baeeo are located. Such a meaeure  could hecome  a first

step towards the diemantlfng  of military banes in foreign territories. We call for

4 serious, thorough-going dialogue  on the question of openinq up military b4ees for

inepection and verification. The Soviet ilnion  is  ready to do this.

World public opinicln  is the moat important BOUCCE of ideas and propoaaln, both

in matters of verification and in thr dlsar,nament  sphere aa  a whole. That 14  why

the IJSSR  has propofled  the conveninq  of a conference, to he held in 1988 in the

Soviet Union, with  the participation  of repreeentativea  of the general public  and

non-qovernmental  orqanfzations, and devoted to the problema  01 monitorinq

compliance  with arme limitation  and disarmament aqreemente. I t  9lievee  that such

4 conference csn make 4 valuahle contribution to the treaeury  of ideas  for

resolving problems in f inding the best  possible  forma of control and verif ication

in the disarmament area.
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Peaceful  and mutually beneficial co-operation  aa  an alternative to

military-technological competition can alao  become a echool  of confidence. The

peaceful alternative8 make it poaaihla  to expand open~laaa,  to know one another

better, to know each other’s plane and intentiona, co buila  confidence and to

overcome the *enemy” psychology. Thia ie  a very aario~  problem. I+ ie  n o t  quite

within the province of this Comm.ttee , , It  we muat  give aome thouyht to this  tow

how to unlearn tha leaeon  of th&nking  of each other aa enemies and start thinki:ig

of each other aa  purtnera. To embark on that road means trying to turn the

existing negative connection between the arms race ,  oudpicion  and miatruet  into  a

constructive intarlinkage In whicn the peaceful acccnnpliohmenta of each ano  every

one will be of benefit to all, and no one will atand to gain from the other’s

backwardneaa.

The USSR is ready to study  in a conotructive  way the proposals fo: any

specific atepa - I  atrose,  a n y  specific  atepa  - that  would lead to stronger

international confidence, openneaa  and glasnost.

Now Fe the crucial tima  to break through 1:he thicket of miatruar  and to assert

mutual undervtanding  on the baais  of a new political  philoeophy which provides tot

maximum regard  for the legit imate intereats  and concerna  of Statee. And this ie

the critical  time, now. The timr factor is  acquiring decisive s ignif icance. If we

are not to be like Breughel’n  blind men who are heading ine.orahly  towards  a fatal

dbyee, it ie earrntial  now promptly to begin anedding the fetters af miatruat and

euspicion  and t? XOaden  the horizona  of tha policy of trust. We hope that this

eeesion  #ill  make a valuable contribution to th*  laying of the foundations oi

confidence, openneaa  and glaanost in international relations.
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Mr. AL-KAWARI (&tar) ( in te rpre ta t ion  f rom Arab ic )  : M r .  C h a i r m a n ,  a l l o w  ’
f

me at the outeet to expreee to yc.r  our congratulations on your eler-tion tc the

chatrmanship  of  th is  i m p o r t a n t  CommitLee. I hope that you, the two Vice-Chairmen

and t h e  R a p p o r t e u r  w i l l  achieve  ill  succeee  in  your  task.

At every session we convene here to debate the prohle.r.is  ol  dinarmament on the

aqenda,  in  the  hope  tha t  the  internat ional  communi ty  w i l l  achieve the reouired

proqress  in the field of disarmament. Time qoea on, however, and we do not achieve

any concrete results. Many delegations have  expreseed their regret at thin  fact

a n d  tht!r  hopa  thtit Lhe  future will show a way  out of the talomate ttat  h a s

dineipated  a l l  e f fo r t .8  to  tha t  end.

Despite the aerioue debate and  the continuous neqotiations,  the arms race, and

especial ly the  nuc1er.r  arms  race, st i l l  ser iously jeopardizra  intarnational  peace

We submit that national security tgether with itsmaintenance  1.9  a basic

right of every State. However, i t  i s  i l loq ica i  to  imaq ine that  the  present

proliferation of arm8 safeguards the security of the world. O n  t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  t h i s

threat hangs  over world security and leada  to widespread tension, the exdcerhation

of conflicts, and the focusing of attention on armaments at the expenae of ecklnomic

and social detielopment.

N o t r i  t h a t a n d i n q  t h i e  Clark  p ic ture , there  is .Y  qllmmer  o f  h o p e  ref lected in t h e

aqreement  concluded hetween the  two super-Powern,  the  soviet  Ilrlio,  and the  Unit&

State8 o f  Amertca, o n  thm  el iminat ion of  shor te r -  and medium-rnnqe  missi les .  We

hope that aqreement will be the first ntep  in a lonq journey towards the

far-distant qoal of the elimination  of strateqic  nuclear mimailes  and cqre  ment in

o ther  a reas  cruch  a8  t,le  hanninq  o f  chemica l  weapons . T h e  rep.rt  o f  t h e  Conferene

o n  I)!.%rmament  i n  Geneva  indicates etqnlficant  p r o q r e a s  i n  the latter . we hop
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that we  rhal l  grapple  with othrr  problomr  whioh am  the rubjeat  of nrgotirtiona  in

thr Conferonor  on Diracmamont  in Ganava  and on whioh,  rrJcording  to ita  raport,

progroro  has not yet  been  made. NomAl4ra to amy, rolving  thoma pcoblams rrquirax

p o l i t i c a l  w i l l  o n  t h e  pact of the nagotiatorr.

The l xponditura on armr amounta  to nmrly  01,000  billion, #nd a oanridarable

p a r t  o f  I t  ir dovotod  t o  a r m s  roroarch  and  dovolopmant. It in umtimatad  trmt

expenditure in thlm  araa  im four tirn.8  the amount *pent in tha whole world  on

rreaarch  and development  in otnar  areas  such aa madiaine,  agrioulture,  industry  and

otharr.
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The international community has long grappled with the problem of the arms 1

race alid the accompanying spiral in military expenditure that is taking place at

the expense of economic and social expenditure. The International Conference  on

the Relationship between Risarmament and Development was a combined effort on the

part of the international community in the context of the United Nations. Its aims

I

were t0 fOcUS on the relationship between disarmamant and development and to

outline the measures that could be taken to spend for development purposes the Sums

of money saved as the result of disarmament.

The Conference, which concluded its work a few weeks ago, requested the

General Assembly keep the issue under periodic review. We look forward to the

result of the General Assembly's efforts to implement that proposal of the

Conference. My delegation participated in the Conference and supported the main

goals articulated there - first, to study the link between disarmament and

development in all its aspects; secondly, to study the consequences of the

continuation of vast military expenditures on the world economy and on the world

social situation, particularly as it affects the developing countries; thirdly, to

consider ways and means to provide additional resources for development through

disarmament measures, especially in the interest of the developing countries.

In view of the careful preparations for the Conference, my delegation was

hopeful that most of the goals of the Conference would be realised and tnat

consensus would be reached on the principles to be adopted to deal with the issue.

If it is commonly agreed that the Conference had served or would serve to alert

public opinion to this issue and to the interconnection between disarmament,

security and development, leading to peace and other concrete attempts to deal with

that issue in all its aspects , the implementation of the conclusions has none the

less been disappointing to many, including my delegation. It hopes that efforts

will not stop at this stage.



8PV12 A/C. 1/42/PV.s
4 7

(Mr. Al-Kawari,  Qatar)

We hope thst the Confrronco  will lesd  to Luturo  l tfortd that miqht help

channel the rnaouroos  coloasod  by disarmament into the areaa of economic and social

dovolapmont,  l apeoially in the developing ccuntrios. we  hopr  t h a t  those  e f f o r t s

will aorvo  II a main fsctor  in achieving disarmament, easing  tension and

l stahlimhing international  per00 and security  on solid and just  foundations.

My debqstion  supports the recuest  of the Conference - contained  in  the f inal

psrsgrrph of the Fins1 Document of the Conference - that the Qonoral  Asssmhly

should keep  under  periodic review the relotianship  b:.wee’) disarmamant and

drvolopment, including its  consideration at the forthcoming third special sessior

of the Gonorsl  Assembly dovotod  to disarmamant to he held next year.

My delegstion wishes to rxpcess  its profound concern at, snd oonUsmnation  of,

Israsl’s  nuolesr srmsments, which clrsrly l ndsnger peace and security in the  area.

They sro s flscrsnt  chal lenge  to a  wor ld  wh ich  is mskinq svory  effort  to prevent

the  spresd of such laths1  weapons. The nuclesr  weapons that ISC( ~1 today possesses

hsve groat dostruc’cive  power. Although the number  of Ststes acooding  to the Treaty

on the Non-Prolifrrstion of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)  is incrossing  - there were over

135 at the time  of the 1985  Review Conference - Israel  s t i l l  pers is ts  in  i ts

refussl  to aocode  to that Treaty and to open its nuclesc  instsllations  to

international inspection,  unlika the St&es  of the ares that acceded to the Treaty

and sccepted  inteenst ionsl  control  over some of their  nuclsar  instal lat ions .

Ulnae the mid-197us,  the Genrral Assembly has adopted yesr after year a

rssolution on the estshlishment  of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in region of the

Middle East - s reaolution in whiun the General Assembly calls upcn  the State8 of

the  region to estsblioh such s zone and  invites them, pending the establishment of

the sone, not to produce or acauire  nuclear weapons or nuclear explosive devices

snd to place their nuclnar  activities under International Atomic Enerqy Aqency
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( I A E A )  nnfequarda. It alno calls an the States of the area to adhere to the TreatYi

on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT).

Howevbr, we see that  Israe l  i s  f lout ing those  resolutions. It han still not ,.

acceded to the NPT. Its nuclear in&allations  are not  ye t  sub jec t  to  the  r6gime  of

internnlional  safeguards . We cO,ltinue  to support the creation of a

nuclear-weapon-Free zone. We ca l l  On the  Genera l  Assembly  to  be  str ict  in  i ts

recrurat  to Israel to comply  with the provisions laid down in this respect.

I  must  point  n u t  i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t  a n o t h e r  aepect of’  Israel’s nuclear

armamentn  - that  i s ,  the col laborat ion between the  racist  r6qime  i n  Tel  Aviv and

t h a t  i n  S o u t h  Afrrca. This  col laborat ion is  st i l l  a cause o f  c o n c e r n  t o  m y  c o u n t r y

and to the countries of the Middle East  and Africa, because  i t  woes a grave th rea t

to many regions of the world and has serious impl!catione  for international peace

and Recur  ity. The two r6qimes  are similar, not only from the point of view of

p~ssesslnq  a nuclaar  capabil ity, hut also that of possessing nuclear weapons. l.lke

Israel, the Gov~:rnment  of South Africa refuses to accede to the NPT and rsjects

IAFA controls  over some of itn nonsitive  nuclear installations.

My delegation fully supports the role played hy the United Nations In  respect

of  d isarmament , especially through public information. My delegation follows

closely and wl th  in te res t  the  ac t iv i t i es  o f  the  Wor ld  Disarmament  Campa iqn ,

Launchetr durinq  the second special neesion  of the General Aeeembly  devoted to

dinarmament  O f  1 9 8 2 .  W e  hop1 tha t  such  campa igns  w i l l  cu lmina te  in  the  rea l i sat ion

of the seriousness of thq  arms race, t h e  c o n t i n u a t i o n  o f  w h i c h  w i l l  i n c r e a s e  t h e

use  Of  armaments, thuu  puttinq  world security in greater jeopardy.
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Mr. MOREL_  (Pranon)  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  French)8  O n  1 3  Ootober  the

Ambarrrdor of Denmark, currently Promident  of the Twelve,  not  forth the common

viewa  o f  t h e  aountrior  momberm  o f  the Europaan C o m m u n i t y  o n  auerrtiona  o f  aeourity,

a~  should k the oaaa. Inoresringly,  the countriem  mamtmra  of the Treaty of Rome

and kha  mingle Europaan Act paraeiva  a  oonverganao  of interamts i n  the armas  of

dimarmamont  and l oaurity.

Tha evontl  o f  tha  pant year, whether  connaotad  to the Confaranco  on Saourity

and Co-operation  in Europa  (CSCE) ,  the Gulf  orisir,  torroriam  or the eocent

Soviet-United  Rtatoa  aqroomont  in pr inciple on intermediate-range  nuclear  foraos,

cannot but strongthon  urn  in that contpiction. Morr than l vor, the rocurity  of

Wortern Eucopo ir undoubtedly  at the heart of the East-Wo#t  dialogue,  and i t  must

remain act ive  to  promote the co l lec t ive  intereatr  and thoae o f  each of its

memberr. Thim prompt8  ma today to explain the viawe  of France on recant

development8 and onqoing  naqotiationa.
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In the nuclear field we muat  begin with a consideration of the agreement in

principle recently reached on Soviet and American intrtrmedlate-ranye  nuclear

forcee. A l t h o u g h  aome expreaae~i  t h e i r  enthueiasm a t  t h e  out.set,  w i t h o u t  a w a i t i n g

further developments, we f o r  our port recall that the tinal text of the agreement

hae not yet been signed,  nor even completed, and we would note that matter6 are not

very clear with regard to substance.

To addreae the eseeential,  I would say  that tnls agreement in prrn?=‘dLe,

though im;octant  from a political standpoint, is  r e l a t i v e l y  limiteo  i n  t h e  a r e a  o f

diearmament  a n d  t h a t  i t s  implicatione  f o r  s e c u r i t y  a r e  etill u n c e r t a i n .

The political importance of the agreement in principle rlached at Washington

and of the future treaty is obvious. A f t e r  y e a r s  o f  n o  d i a l o g u e ,  t h e  Unitea states

and the USSR  have returned to effective negotiat.ione  leading to concrete

agreeruenth. We welcome this improvement in United Statea-USSR  relations with the

g r e a t e s t  interest.

The limited nstuce of a future treaty on intermediate-range forces 1s a tact.

We are not trying to detract from its value but rather to appreciate it f o r  what it

iR: it relate6  to a well-defined category of weapons, namely, intermediate- and

shorter  :ange nuclear weapons of the United States and the USSR. l t  does a b o l i s h

for the first time  a category of weapons, but these ace systems whose development

h&s b e e n  r e l a t i v e l y  r e c e n t . In other words, t h e  t r e a t y  w i l l  c o r r e c t  a

mistake - the  unreasonable deployme&  of SS-20  miacrlles  during tne lY7Us. Ten

years have been required to achieve this ,  a f t e r  c o n s i d e r a b l e  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y ,

needless obstacles to negotiations, period5  of Lenaion a n d  e v e n  crisis  a n d  v a s t

amounts of money. All  could have been avoided. N o w , howeve  K  , w e  must  address  t h e

e s s e n t i a l  q u e s t i o n , which is not that of intermediate-ranye mtssrles.
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Turning finally to security, which we view ae  of overriding inteceet,  we rnurt

8ay  that thing8  are not  c lear , A great deal will depend upon the k y in which the

intermediate-range force agreement will enable the United State6  and the USSR to

addrerr the real priority, which ir  that of atratagic  weapons. The USSR ha8  etated

very clearly that that treaty ie a fir&  atop  towards the denualeariaation of the

oontinmnt. That argument in well known1  it hae been around for a long time. But

we do not agree with it. We reject any attempt, on the baair  of that limited and

emcific  treaty, to make the preeence  of nuclear weapon6  on European roil the

l ubjeot of future negotiationr between the United State8 and the Soviet Union. so

long aa  the USSR hae  nuclear weapons, countries  of Wertern Europe will have to rely

on rimilar  national or Atlantic Alliance weapon8 to eneure  their own retxrity.

That fundamental fact of the balance of forcee  ie precirely  what hae brought about

a rorponrs  to the unilateral deployment of the SS-20e to obtain their elimination.

It continuer to be the key to our security.

We cannot ignore the fact that, in rpite  of thie  agreement and the goals

proclaimed hy the USSR with regard to the continent, Europe will continue to live

under the very real threat poeed  by the coneiderable  panoply of Soviet etrategic

ryrtemr.

Thin  is why France considers the goal of a !30  per cent reduction in the

etrategic areenale  of the Soviet Union and United Statee  ret at the Reykjavik

eummit  meeting last October to be the true priority. The two major Power6  have eet

that goal themrelvee, and henceforth it will be the best mean8  of judging the

credibility of their intentiona in the area of L’(.earmament. We would recall,

however , that such an apparently considerable reduction would only partially

redreer  the long-standing redundancy in Soviet and American weapons, since it would

merely reduce the areenalr  of the two countries  to the levels they had reached at
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the ti,.e  of the SALT II nqreement in the late 197Us. In other words, this is an

old and deeply entrenched problem. So long as the United States and the USSR do

not redresfl  their overkill capacity in strrteqic  weapons, their initiatives and

sctionn in the disarmament field, spectacular ae  they may be, will continue tq)  play

a aeconda?y  ro le .

Alonq these same lines I should like to refer to the recent attaclts  against

deterrence per 6s. Such repeated challenqes  to one of the fundamental elements of

eecurity  in tulay’e  world is on many levels strange, contradictory and, ultimately,

a r t i f i c ia l . Ijistening  to some of them, one would get the impression that

deterrence is ahsurd, a perverse dcctrine, a path leading to the abyss and 60  on.

One would be tempted to call it an emanation of the evil empire.

But let us be more objective and note that deterrence is not mere theory hu! 3

practice, a fact. Viewed from the St  endpoint  of security, it is neither miraculous

nor evil hut rather a part of the history of the past 40 years.

At a time when disarmament and arme-concroi negotiations are taking on a new

dynamism, ‘ w e fail to see the point of entering into an ideological auarrel that

would supposedly eeparate the good from the bad hy meana  of elogans. Let UB  rather

return to simpler considerations. The nuclear weapon was a product of the last

World War, of he intense rivalry between the two largest Powers, and of

technoloqical  development. Tt then hecame  one of the Fundamental elements ‘11  the

balance of forces in the contemporary world. As Ear  deterrence, far from heinq  an

evil doctrinr  of unknown provenance, it is the result of behaviour and mechanisms

that have been estahlished and qradually  improved upon for 40  years by all the

part.ies concerned in en attempt to prevent the outbreak of d nuclear or

conventional conflict and thus preserve security.

Based on thoee statements of fact, which are diff  I.cult  t.o  impugn, in qeneral

tne dehate today is taking three different directions.
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Prom a hirtocical  standpoint the critics of deterrence say that the last  40

year8 have shown no incontrovertible rvidtmnce  of having played any effective part

in the l b8ence of conflict between East  and Weet. In the lir . of its own history

over the pa8t  century, my country can only point out the obvious  ineffectiveness of

deterrence by conventional meane.

Fran  a  po l i t ica l  etandpoint  i t  io eaid that  nuclear  deterrence, because  o f  i t s

unatable and dangerous nature , must  be replaced by another ayotem  of guarantees

bared on mutual eecurity. This  would appear to be the key to current Soviet

thinking. France, for itr  part, cannot forget that in the inter-war period it was

the country that supported moat  vehemently ,  and for  the beat  of reaeone,  the

l etabli8hment of collective security baaed on co-operation among all States and

aimed at replacing the former Power rivalries.
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Nor  can  I t  fo rqe t  tha t  th*,  i l l - fa ted  a t tempt  o f  the  I,eaque  o f  Nattone,  under taken

amonq  par tners  mot iva ted  by very di f ferent intentions,  l ed  to  the  wornt  conf1It.t

the world has known. Nothinq  is  m o r e  d a n q e r o u s  t h a n  t o  t r y  t o  eatshlish  securttY

hy decree.

There  rema ins  the  mora l  a rqument , that  deterrence would preserve  security  o n

the  hasie  o f  principles that  a re  unacceptable  f rom an  e th ica l  etandpoint.  N O

c o u n t r y  denies the  fact  that  its  foreWst  du ty  in  to  ensure  the  secur i t y  o f  its

c i t i zens , a n d  i f  m o r a l  srqument.e  must  he made t o  challenqe  de te r rence ,  i t  muflt 1~

s t ressed  tha t  i t  i s  not  acceptable  t o  condemn it  w i t h o u t  r e c o u r s e ,  iqnorinq  t h e

terrlhle  p r i c e  o f  p a s t  i l l u s i o n s . One  does not  have  the  riqht  t o  let the pul,lic.

believe  that  a world wi thout  nuc lear  weapons , w i th  I t s  hypothe t i ca l  benefits,  I n

j u s t  a r o u n d  the  .-orner.

We,  o f  course , c a n n o t  h o p e  t o  f i n i s h  thie  dehare  h e r e ,  a deha t r  so i m p o r t a n t

in  our  t ime . We stand ready t c  pursue  it  f u r t h e r , beinq  a s  objective  ae pusnIhl*<,

realizinq  that  the  heat  way to reach  th is  end  i s  to  proceed f rom the  actua?

behaviour  o f  S t a t e s .  T o d a y , in  fac t ,  we  th ink  tha t  what  makes  nuclksr  deterrer e a

lasting  real i ty  is the  confiiderahle  scope  of the  atrateqic  p roqrammes  o f  thr  m a j o r

Powers. W i t h  regard to the OSSR i n  particular, which  has  s ta ted  tha t  i t  wante  CO

renounce  de te r rence , we note  that  i t  has  developed etrateqic  systems  unpara l l e l ed

i n  t h e  w o r l d ,  s u c h  a u  t h e  T y p h o n  uubmarinm o r  t h e  mobile  lntercontlnental  rnissIle,

both  deaiqned  to  remain  ac t ive  for 20 to 30 yenre,  if not more. This  w i l l  t a k e  un

w e l l  beyond  the  year  2000. That  is  the  f i rs t  fact  that  we must  take  i n t o  ncrount

in  our  deha te .

I n  t h e  ultimate  analys is , what  iR  a b s u r d  1~  no t  de te r rence ,  as flurh,  h u t  t h r

uselese, coRtly, destahtl  izinq  accumula t ion  of strateqic  weapons  hy  the  twc maic)r

Powers. A l l  t.he name, this  1s  the  movement  wh ich  we now see  toward8  a rontrollctil
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and aoncerted  reduction of redundant weapona. Became  of the o~iormoue  power

involvnd,  nuclear weapons call for control of ouantity  and auality.  In  brief,  they

cal l  for taking 3 m i n i m a l  stand,  for  eoonomizing. Rather thbn to decree in theory

the inadm!.saibility  oC  deterrence, we must t-y  to  introduce more reaponaihilily,

re8trnirt and predir tahilityr in other worda,  to hring more rsaaon  into the

proceeo.

This is  what France has always believed  in, deterrence of the atrong by the

weah, l inking possible recourse  to the atomic weapon with the very survival  of the

nation. Having  adnpted  a minimal stnnd , my country cannot be  placed on the same

leve l  a s  the over-abundant forces of the two major Powerr.  While awslting  due

participation in true nuclear disarmament, when the three well-known conditions

relating to the non-development of defensive  aystema, the present conventional and

chemical  imbalance and disparity of teaonala  will  bs met,  we must maintain the

credibility  of our strategic forces at the necessary leve l s ,  which reauires  that we

continue our nuclear testing.

With regard to the last  point, I wish to recall  the invitation made on

23 September l’rst in the General Assembly by the French Minieter for Foreign

Affairs. France, after having taken a new step  thia year and welcomed several

Heads of State or Govsrnment of the region to the Mururoa testlnq  aita,  is ready to

welcome polit lcal  and government official L; f r o m  t h e  five  c o a s t a l  Pacific  Andean

countries. \:a  recalled on that occanion  that other States for a longer time and on

a regular basis have hecn zarrying  out more teats. Ae  far an we know. ncne  has

opened up thia posnlhllity. And none has offered comparable  enJironment!rl  safety

quarantaee, which in our case were duly Jerifled  in 1983  h?*  a  tliqh-level  expert

miseion  fiom the region whose conclusion8 were careful.ly  prep?,red  4nd  arc still

important today.
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I wish now to refer to non-nuclear issues, which are no less important to

security and disarmament. The First Committee debates, the resolutions adopted by

the General Assembly at its forty-first session and the work of the Disarmament

Commission last May clearly confirm this.

Having referred to the future intermediate-range nuclear forces (IW)

agreement and the remaining uncertainties with regard to its security implications

in Europe, I will now hJgin by stressing the extreme importance in this context of

the present considerable imbalances in the area of conventional and chemical

weapons.

The Committee does not have to be reminded of France’s interest in the

control of conventional arms, since it was on its initiative that in 1978 a plan

was launched for a conference on disarmament in Europe. After the Stockholm

Conference, that proposal became a reality and achieved its first success with the

document dated 16 September 1986 on confidence- and security-building measures.

Recent developments  in this regard confirm our desire to continue working hard

along these lines and do even more.

In the first place, we wish to stress the first very positive results obtained

through the effective implementation of confidence- and security-building

measures. SO far the results here have been very satisfactory, be they in the area

o f  r-:l_ication, exchanges of observers or, especially, inspection measures. T h e

latter, which are by far the most sensitive to tackle, have auite recently been put

through several tests. Time periods were ohserved, the necessary means for

inspection were provided, and on-s; ?e  verification was carried out to the

satisfaction of the reouesting country. These first experiences, which are now

possible, normal and agreed to, will henceforth contribute to strengthening

confidence in Europe, and confirm that the direction taken in Stockholm was the

right one.
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Now, we mumt work on proyarationm  for II conkronor  on conventbnal  mtahility

in Europa, with a viaw to arrivinq  at a l tahle, 8mauro  and vorifiahlo  balance of

conventional force4 at lower lev4lm.

Ttd  Vienna follow-up meeting of the Conference  on seourity  and Co-operation in

Europe (CXE) provide4 for cnn4ideration  of the Cut\;re  f ramework for  4  twofold

4x4rcimo covarinq  a l l  o f  Europer on the one hand, neqotistionr  on confidence- and

mocurity-huildinq  mOa4ureb, which will  ha  a follow-vp  to and conplate  thr rerultm

of the Stockholm Confermce  hetwesn  the 35 parcicipantm  in the CSCE#  and on the

other, nogotiationa  on conventional l tahility among the oountrier  member4 of both

al l iances ,  with  a  view tn adopting voritiahle  meaaurem  ol!  control ,  reduction and

redeployment, or any other meamurem  which apply to armed forces and conventional

wrapon  i n  Ewope. It ham now t4en  clearly e4tahLi4hnd, and my country ham 4pared

no effort8  in thim  regard, that the4e  two metm  of negotiation4 will involve

apprcpriate  progremm report4 to the “35”  by the “23” on their work, and that they

will take place within the uniouo  multilateral framework  of the CSCE.

This brief account of  the preparatory work in progremm  in Vienna  14  by way 3f

drawino attention to the importance and relevance of thim twofold execciae. :t ham

re%ired  ir,tenee consultat ion4 within the alliance4. But France is alma  very much

interomted in the propoeal4  and contribution4 of countriem Ternhera of the Warmaw

Pact, am well 44 in the specific view4 of the neutral and non-aligned countries.

We have st.  eased  in particular the ps tooma made to the Eamt on the oue4tion

of military doctrines, which have been dimcummed often in this ?omnittee. Theme

doctrines munt  he taken for what t%ey  are, 4omething which can alwaym be chanqed

unilaterally, w h e r e a s  military capahilitlnm  are the result  of  forcea,  of po:~itlons

and of mtructursm  which have heen  long ertablishod  4nd al40  of a Rtate’m  amme44ment

o f  itm opponant’m  Porcem. All thn4e l lementm are morn lestinq,  more objective and

mre  l inked to  the mituation am it aximtm than doctrine4 per se.
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Having l treomod the  iqxntanoa  we l ttaoh to oonvmntional dimarmament, I wirh

to add that this que8tion LB not of oonaotn  to Europa  only. POC  Btatas that 80

deeire, and given 8pocitio regional oonditionm , it providoa a way of reducing

confrontation and strengthening 8tabiliLy and 8aourity in the region in question.

There  are many area8 in the wrld  uhmre,  as in IPurope, it would be desirable to

reduce  the threat of l urpri88 l ttaoh and large-roah  military  ottan8ive8.

We vtatetl  tho88 view8  la8t  yaar  when  we l ubnittad a draft resolution which,

after very uoeful negotiation8, Iod  to the  adoption of ro8olution W59 ti, which

enjoyud  broad rupport. With wI eye to d8volopaent8  8inoe  then, wo intand  thi8 ye8r

to propoee a draft roaolution rO8pOtiing to the 8eme  ooncern8.

Ae  tn the ~188 of oonvonttoral  di88raamantr the  future treaty on

intermediate-rrnge  nuclear forC88  uhm8 u8  etra88 the  nrod for thu  coaplota

prohibition of ohemical uerponr. Con8ider@bl8  prOgr.88  Wa8 N4dO  - 8-tiw8  IUCS

rapidly than 8ntiCip8t8d - 8t Gonova thir  year  in the  negotiation  of 8 draft

conventionj  that i8  part of the  good  now8 pattioipantr oan bring to W8w Yolk. But

we muet  ale0 UtC888  that major qU~8tiOll8  haV8 not yet really  bow re8olved. Among

them are: the institution81 tramwmrk  of a tuturo  convention) the implementation

and vecifLcation of non-produation in aivilian  indU8tryl intoraing  partio8  to the

conventionl and the dJ8truCtion  of 8tOOkpilO8.

OUtflitie  G8I’I8V8  too,  the  piatut. i8 on0 Of COntr88t8. Wo  mot with interert the

Soviet invitation to vl8it the  Bhikhar\y  ohorical 8itO)  yet wo mU8t  doploro the

repeated violation of the  1915  Protuool in the  Iran-Iraq war.

Prance  >a8 long att%ched iugortarux  to tha qua8tion of  8 oakpiA.8 and le8t

June made epeclflc propoaale. I wi8h briefly to r8call tho8e  here. Wo agree that

eecurity la an imperatlva tha\ W8t bo l qU8lly rI8pwtod  for  811 6t8t88 partier
whc the convention 8ntorr into force , and thtoughout the  it~itial  AU-ye8r period
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provided for  the total  destruction of etockpilos , the complete fiuccees  of which ie

lndiopensable if we 4ce  to move to the f inal  r&g&me  of a total  prohibit ion. To

prevent the treaty from becoming duciny tltht  period - like thL  nuclear

nod-proliferation Treaty - a  dluarmamelit  tre&t.y  o f  dlvarmud  oount;lo8,  maintdininq

the armament of come  and the non-armament oE others  - we hove  propned  the

eutabliohment  of a provisional aacurity baiance  ensbllny  all Statee  which deem At

neceeeary to poeneee a mSnima1  chemicdl-weapone  capability in the Corm of a

security etock  of some 1,OUO  to 2,000 metric tona  under cry strict: constraints.

These stock8  would be doetroyed  during the final two years of the lo-year  yoriod.

Theae quantities can be put tn context by recalling  - usiny  drclarud  quantltreo  i n

one c4se and estimates in the other - that the two major Powers now poeeess vtocke

of tens of thousands and hundreds of thoueande  of metrrc tons respectively. Oh4t

dlspatity  should show that escucity  etockn  can  only act ae  a deterrent and

defensive force in the event of 4 possible chemical attack. Thus, there is no

contradiction with the provisions, of the 1925  tieneva  Protocol.

It’OK c-echnl  11  and security KC’LISO~IH, those stocks woul<l  be oetdbllshed  with 4

strgle  production facility that would be unaer  internationul  control from the entry

into force  of the conventton unti l  the entl  of the lu-ye4c period. ‘Phrs  mr\y  be

surprising to some, but we think it is nece4tiary  to meet possible incidents during

a long period of storage and, above all, to Ueter  any party that  might be tempted

tr, deceive and convince all  non-signatory !jtater:  that there- is  no c lear  advclntaqe

t o  remaininq  outeide  t h e  convuntion. ‘The State  that 1s  the tiitc of thra arnyle

l.tcrlity  would obviously have to accept rl very strict intornatlonel  rnonitorlnq

illocIu3nlem.
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In more general terms, it goes without saying that verification plays an

essential role here; it is indispensable for ensuring that this temporary r&gime is

not diverted to other ends. without going into details, I would recall that we

Proposed submitting these security stocks to challenge inspection procedures and

giving notice of the location of these stocks upon the entry into force of the

convention, in accordance with a special r&gime known as an envelope r&gime.

As I remind the First Committee of the outlines of our proposal, I Want also

to note that it has met with strong reservations which have by no means

disappeared. But I want also to say that none of the countries participating in

the negotiations has denied that the problems of the security of the parties duriny

the lo-year period, which had been ignored for too long, are decisive for the

implementation of the convention. The main objection involveu tne risk of cnemical

proliferation. We respond that this risk exists in any event without security

stocks, since no State can be compelled to adhere to the convention. With the

stocks we are proposing, which involve a very strict and intrusive machinery, the

regime would be particularly selective. It would attract countries with a real

security problem and prepared to pay the price in terms of sovereignty, and would

prevent resisters from taking easy advantage of constraints for parties and licence

for themselves.

Let me conclude on this point by saying that discussion on the central

question of security has finally begun. We have stated our readiness to study the

question in depth. Whatever the final solution we remain convinced that there can

be no stable, solid and lasting convention if the security of all parties is not

continuously guaranteed during the lo-year period. So there can be no mistaking

our intentions, I shall recall the position publicly stated by OUH Prime Hinister

last May in Moscow:
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%hon  tharm  ir  voriFiod  elimination of ohrriaal  wmpon8,  we  l hall dartroy

ourr#  I om undert8k8  l forrd pledgo  that YO rhall  ramh  thr soro point at

thr  8am tima  8 8  tha  other8.m

The internation  omunity  ha8  aontinued to b8  intore8tad  in the yueation of

the prevmntion  o f  an  8rm8  Lao@  in  outer rp8oa.  Ymt  GO  Lea1  it oould  do more in

thir  8gher.r on thr bilateral h*~ol,  the Qanavb  negotLtion8  oonrinur. Pvacyone

know8 how important they ar8 , and ~8  hop8 they will 1o8d  to oonoretu  ee8ult8.  In

that oontext,  we reaffirm our oommitunt to the l ti-b8lli8tio  ni88ile Treaty. In

our  view,  it  it ir to ba  ohmgrd,  thir  oan  be only through rgrm8aront  betwean  the

QurtirB.

But we murt  al80  l xprero oonoorn  hare over the role  of the  international

community in outer rpaoa nuttorr. I rooall.  wy oountry'8  unohrnging  poritionr  the

intrriaticaal  oomunity  nu8t  play an indilp8n8able  ruppleaantrry  ro le .  This  ro le

alroad*,  l xi8t8, but it rhould ba  dovolopod  in f far more rcrtive and mkhcdical

way. We mu8t  not sot  In  h88t.l  the l xtrem caution of the two Power? moet directly

involvad  ir  very inatruativo  in  rhir  rorp8ct.  In our viaw,  aultilatm:rl  work

toward I a ryrt~mtia  inventory of 8QaM  l atiVAt~e8,  of their oocur.Lty  ooneequoncee

and of porribla  dovrlopmantr  8hould  bo  a8rri8d  topwrsd aoro l otivolp.
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l’f  the international community wishea to assert

excel lent  reasons for  doinq  a0 - i t  must  Provo 1

terme  of  re ference, take  techno lcq ica l  cncertai n

i ts  ro le  !n  th is  f ie ld  - and it has

tR competence. I t  mudt  deFine i t s

ty into acmunt and not be ready to

act  in  haste. It is through such work that the time for the major choices would

come a f te r  qaininq  fu tu re  credihil!ty  In  this f ie ld.

Many proposal9 need to he looked into more thoroughly, including French

proposals which have heen  made  for the past lo  years ancl where present developments

conf i rm tha t  they  have  heen  wise , be it on the ouestion of anti-satellite werxms,

t h e  hiqh-orhit, strengthening the registration regime  for space objects  or, in more

general terms, the plan for an international sate11

international developments , practical experience in

civilians, with the French satellite “SPOT” and var

te monitor inq agency. Recent

high cuality  remote  sensing by

ous  projects under study, show

that the necessary means for such an aqency  to operate already exist in the

countrios witn  a rlpsce  capability other than the two major-Powers.

I shouM  like to add on prevention of the arms race in space that, as far as

the  Wes te rn  count r i es  a re  concerned , my  count ry  toge ther  w i th  Itaiy +.bis  year  w i l l

c o - o p e r a t e  i n  t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  a  consvrIsus  text  alonq  the  l ines of  last  year ’s

text.

Concerninq  in te rna t iona l  secur i ty , and in particular the Soviet proposal, I

shal l  re fe r  t.c  th is  later  o n  in  the  dehato.

F ina l l y , 1 w ish  t:Aay  to  re fe r  to  the  recent  Conference on the  Rs.  l s t ionehip

beeween  r~lssrmsment.  a n d  D e v e l o p m e n t . The pl.an  proposed  by the President of France

in 19g7  ted to the  f i r s t  r e d u l t  w h i c h  w e  should address. Desp i te  the  di f f i cu l t

circumstances  and pro found  d i f f e rences  be tween  a l l  the  va r ious  theacs  abut  this,

i t  wan  pcnnihlo  to  con f i rm  the  importsnca  o f  secur i ty  in  t h e

n{sartnamRnt-development  rclattonahtp, t o  a p p r o a c h  the  vrry  important  nuantton  of
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the tranepacency of military hudgetr and to connider various concrete measures.

Undeniahle differences rurfaced  in the work of the Conference, but this did not

prevent all participants from arriving at a consensus. In order to mark the etage

Set by the New York Conference in  Purther  thouqht  on this diff icult  ouestion,  w h i c h

has now received recognition ,  France will  in the near future euhmit  a draft

resolution with a view to its adoption hy conseneua.

As I was able to underscore in the case of nuclear disarmament, it may be

stclted in more general termo that progresa  can he made in the treatment of all the

major disarmament issues 11y  SP  they are treated with more reason and

responsibility  in the particula:ly  diff icult .  qreas. In genaral, one can say that,

this year, progrens  has been made alonq those  lines, and further  important, not to

say essential,  progress is awaited. This points  to the importance of ou-

forthcoming meriting,  that  is , thb third special seenion  of the General Aesembly

devoted to disarmament, which we &all  prepare for treat  act.ive1.y.  At all times we

shall need to be lucid. As stated by the French Foreign Minin&t’  on 23 September,

more diaarmamant doos not necessarily mean more security. The very c lear  and f irm

commitment of my country to all the auestions  to which I have referred  is precisely

in keeping with its desire to guarantee at all times most clearly that disarmament

wil l  lead to better security.

Mr. ALZLDGALY (Oman)  (interpretation from Arabic)  8 May I congratulate

you once again, sir, on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Fit-et.

Committee. My dclegnt~.on  ir confident that, render  your quldance  and with the help

of the other of f i cers ,  the Comrr’ttee  wil l  achlovo ~~~cv~fl.

I  should a lso  llks  at the outset to ntate that my country, throuqh it.9

memhershtp in  this  internatianal  Orqanization  and thrcuqh our pfirtlcipation  an  a

developing country in Itn  work, reaff i rms Its keen  intcrunt  In aafoguardinq
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international peace a n d  security  and the  implementation  of t e plans of thi8  c.orld

body.

Havinq  listened  t o  thp  statement8 of the deleqatione  which have spckan  RO  f a r ,

we feel  that proqrese haa  heen  made towarda  better international relations. We are

particular ly grati f ied that agreement  wan the  ou tcome o f  the  recen t  mee t inq  o f  the

Foreign Ministera  of the  two super-lbwern, the  United  Statee and t h e  S o v i e t  U n i o n .

This aqreement a u q u r a  wel l  fo r  the  limitation  of the  nuclear threats and

demcnatratea  the  aerioua intentiona of  the  Super-Powers  t o  curb  the  a rms race  and

halt the proliferation of nuclear weaponfl. The  immedia te  ga in  is  t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n ,

a s  a  firet  s t e p , pf two  ca tegor ies  of destructive weapons ,  namely, shorter-ranqe

and intermediate-range nuc!eal misailea. We, on our part, commend th is  in i t i a t i ve

and h o p e  that the  two countries wil l  soon reach an  underatandiny on the other

issues  of disarmament  which are the  concern  o f  human i ty  an  a  whole, n a m e l y ,  t h e

l imitation of  ?uclq.ar  tef4ta a n d  giving  an  impetus  to  a  process th:3t would  lead to

an  aqreement  wh ich  the  Confe rence  on D ioacmament  in  Geneva has  hten advocatif:q  for

a lonq  t ime  now wi th  a  vierr  to h a n n i n q  t h e  proliferatic,~,  production and use  cf

chemical and bacteriological weapons.

This  nascent  converqence  of views  and these decidedly peaceful  init iat ives

coil113  never have heen  pcnnihla  wore it not for the  dedicated efforta  of the united

Natlonn  a n d  i t s  flpecialized  aqencies. S ince  it8  I n c e p t i o n , the United Not ions has

spared n o  effort i n  trylnq  t o  c o n t a i n  crieee, i n  cowliance  wi th  the  noble

ohjectivns  o f  ita  C h a r t e r . The Unitrd  Nations was created to ensure  the  well-bins

a n d  co-cperirtlon  01 a l l .

Confleouent  1  y, the Sultanate  of  Oman at taches epecial ‘.mportance  t o  t.he  r o l e  o f

the  llnlted N a t i o n s  a n d  itn  aqenrit=H  i n  nsfequardlnq  peace al,d eecuriiy  An4

c o - o p e r n t t o n  btwncrn  peopleifs. Therefcre, W F  ln  t.he  Sultanate,  look  f o r w a r d  t o  t h e
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third special  session  oi the 06noral  Aerembly  davotod  to diearmament, which  wi l l  be

held early next year. Our pactiaipation in that dialogue  rhould be viowod aa  the

contribution of an Arab/Muslim  developing and non-aligned  country genuinely

intereeted  in  the  search fcr  peace and security  in  every part  of  the world.

We haLieve  that we must all make a positive  contribution to the creation of

the conditiona which would make it possible  to accept the new reality of a world

where in  the  equal sovereign  righta  of a l l  should be  reapeotod,  the need for

non-interference in  the internal  affaire fully rcrcognired  and the r ight  of  every

people to choose their own political ryntem  without any foreign interference duly

safeguarded.

The Sultanate also helievee that despite the cautioue  optimirm  that hae  come

to pervade the world aa  a rerult  of the Conference on the Ralationrhip between

Disarmament and Development held in New York earlier thia year,  it ir imperative

that we pay heed to the military and other riaka  l uch am hunger and poverty which

continue to threaten ua all and wake up to the need for mutual confidence and

determined action to stop the proliferation of nuclear weaponm and the extenrion  of

the arms race into outer space.
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The Rultanato  helievoe  thrt holding this  conforenca,  the firat  of itn kind,

under the auapioer  of the  United Kationr, will l trongttren the international

community’s confidsnoo  in the role of this Orqanixetion  and coneolidato  the common

effort and collective  rorolvo  to l ettls the world’r  problema.

‘ In itr report to the Boorotary-Gonoral  In compliance with  recolution  41/4A,

the Sultanate of Oman made a point of stating  that, l ike al l  other countries  of the

world and St&se  Member8  of thie  Orqaniratlon, it aharee  the views of  peace-lovinq

forcam  and lr awaro  of the lncroaming  importance of creating a nuclear-wasport-free

zone  in the Middle East.

While Oman  uphold8 and aupportm tha idea of declaring tho Middle Eant  a  zone

of peace, free from nuclear  weapons, it hopaa to draw the attention of the

international community to C”~e  fact  t h a t  t h e  incrosaing  nuclsar  capahility  o f  t h e

Israeli  entity and ita  ret’uml  to placr ttr nuclear facliitiee  under the

flbp3rvieion  a n d  aafeyuardn o f  t h e  International  Atomb Energy Agency (IAN)  poile  a

eerious  t h r e a t  i n d e e d  t& t h e  security  o f  a l l  t h e  Statea  o f  the reqion  a n d  ohatruct

the efforts aimed  st  makinq the Middle East a nuclear-weapon-free zone.

T h e  Sultrnate’r  auarenew  o f  t h e  deatahlizinq  e f f e c t  of t h i s  slbation  o n  t h e

reqinn re-nmphasizea  the need to intonaify  the efforts of the Ufited  NationA  and

i ta agencies. wo  heliove  that the international community should have the  wisdom

and far-niqhtedneaa  to realize  the concomittance  of creatinq  a  nuclear-weapon-free

zone in the Middle east  and safeguarding international  peace and security.

The Minister of State  for Foreign Affaira  of my country hae referred, In bin

atatement to the General  Aesemhly at  this sassian , to the fact that the Sultanate

of Oman, i n  se?kinq  t h e  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  halance i n  t h e  reqton a n d  dintancinq  i t  frc,m

t h e  maelrrtrom  o f  big-power  r i v a l r y , has called and continues to cal l  for thr.

Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as  a  Zone of  Peace,  endx~111~*~1
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in Genera l  Aaaemhly resolution  2832  (XXVI) of 1971. E v e n t 8  i n  t h a t  ragion  a’lOW

that the  Lmplemsntatlon  o f  tha t  neclaration  will. be  a  ma joc  step towards the

estahllnhment o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p e a c e  a n d  security.

There is no douht tha t  the  Confe rence  on  the  Indian Ocean  aa a  z o n e  o f  peace

LR  a  lonq-ovnrdue  atep that  should be taken to implement that  Declaration.

The Sultanate  of Oman reqreta that  the Conf’>rcnce  hae  been poetponed once

again and hopee  that the  reeolution  unanimously adopted by the Ad Hoc Committee on

the I nd ian  Ocean  a t  i t s  last  session - callinq  for  tha t  Conference  to  be  convened

not later than  1991 - will  prove to be  conclusive.

In c o n c l u s i o n ,  because we are a coastal  State ,  we  deem it  necessary  to  enaura

the  f reedom of naviqatlon and the flou, of international trade under the  rule of

international law and the  Convention on the Law of’ the  Sea.  These are  vital

p r i n c i p l e s  w h i c h  should not he  violated h y  a n y o n e ,  f o r  a n y  r e a s o n ,  under any

pre tex t . .

My country , wh ich  has  jealously defended ite national independence t h r o u g h o u t

i ts  history,  has emharkad on a policy of good-neiqhbourLinesa  with f ra terna l

neiqhbouring countrien  eince 1 9 7 0 .

We have made a  g e n u i n e  contribution to the eetahli~hment  of  the Arah Gulf

Co-operation Council. ws hava also made ponitive  contributions through our

membership  in the  League  of Arab States, t h e  Orqanization  o f  t h e  Islamic

Conference :oIC)  and  the  Movement  o f  ,ron-Al!qned  Countries,  as wnll as in this

?rqnnisation  and i t s  8pecialized  aqenciefl. We have  alwaya  heen  cognizant of t h e

importance of peace and security as a means of successful  economtc  and nocial

flevelo~~ment  .
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F o r  a l l  these  reasons, we reaff i rm the importance of  huildinq  truet  and

confirfence  between  a l l  the countries  and qroupinqe  of  the world,  so  that all  may

l ive  in  an atmoaphere of  internat ional  peace and security,  free from nuclear risk.s.

The meeting rone  at 12.45 p.m.


